In calculating the amount of attorney fees to be allowed the
reasonable hourly rate must first be considered.  See Hensley v.
Eckerhart, 103 S.Ct. 1933 (1983); Blum v. Stenson, 104 S.Ct. 1541
(1984); see also 2 Court Awarded Attorney'Fees % 16.03.

Inasmuch as Complainant is the party seeking attorney fees,
he clearly has the burden of proof on this issue.  I find that
the Complainant has not met his burden in establishing that $100
is a reasonable rate for an attorney with his experience.  Taking
into an account the affidavits submitted by Respondent, the level
of Complainant's Counsel's experience as indicated in the
uncontradicted statements made by Respondent, and the complexity
of this case, it is concluded that $50 an hour is a reasonable
amount.

Respondent also objected to Complainant's billing at
one-quarter hour increments. The only evidence submitted on this
issue by Complainant's Counsel is contained in a statement filed
on July 15, 1987, wherein Counsel stated that the practice of
billing by one-quarter hour increments "...is the customary
practice in federal litigation, and in fact, is required by the
Department of Labor's Division of Coal Mine Workers Compensation,
and is also used by the Social Security Administration."
Respondent's supplemental response filed on August 3, 1987,
contains an affidavit by Respondent's Counsel wherein the affiant
indicated that in all matters his customary billing increment is
on an one-tenth hour basis.  Also in a telephone conference call
on July 15, 1987, Counsel for Complainant agreed to delete the
last two items contained in the time sheet which were filed along
with Complainant's statement on June 24, 1987.  Accordingly,
Complainant asked for an attorney fee predicated upon 72 total
hours.

There were no novel or complex legal issues in this case,
and, under the circumstances, I find that the time proffered as
expended in this case was excessive, and that a reduction to 50
hours is warranted.  Thus I find that Complainant be allowed a
reasonable attorney fee of $2,500 plus cost of $89.90 as itemized
in the statement filed on June 24, 1987.

I further find that the affidavit of Amato Hoskins of June
23, 1987, submitted by Respondent in support of its Motion of
Reconsideration, is insufficient to cause me to reconsider my
decision of April 14, 1987.  Therefore, the Motion for Reconsi-
deration is DENIED
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